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TITLE VIII—PATENT AND TRADEMARK FEES 

The conference agreement includes language regarding patent 
and trademark fees. 

TITLE IX—OCEANS AND HUMAN HEALTH ACT 

The conference agreement includes language regarding the 
oceans and human health. 

CONFERENCE TOTAL—WITH COMPARISONS

The total new budget (obligational) authority for the fiscal year 
2005 recommended by the Committee of Conference, with compari-
sons to the fiscal year 2004 amount, the 2005 budget estimates, 
and the House and Senate bills for 2005 follow: 

[In thousands of dollars] 

New budget (obligational) authority, fiscal year 2004 ........................ $42,242,023 
Budget estimates of new (obligational) authority, fiscal year 2005 43,216,594 
House bill, fiscal year 2005 ................................................................... 43,483,066 
Senate bill, fiscal year 2005 .................................................................. 43,467,214 
Conference agreement, fiscal year 2005 .............................................. 43,681,207 
Conference agreement compared with: 

New budget (obligational) authority, fiscal year 2004 ................ +1,439,184 
Budget estimates of new (obligational) authority, fiscal year 

2005 .............................................................................................. +464,613 
House bill, fiscal year 2005 ............................................................ +198,141 
Senate bill, fiscal year 2005 ........................................................... +213,993 

DIVISION C—ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005 

TITLE I—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL

The summary tables at the end of this title set forth the con-
ference agreement with respect to the individual appropriations, 
programs and activities of the Corps of Engineers. Additional items 
of the conference agreement are discussed below. House report 
108–554 is presumed to have effect unless contradicted by this 
statement of the managers. 

CONTINUING CONTRACTS AND REPROGRAMMING

Construction of a single water resource project requires tre-
mendous flexibility. Water resource projects are constructed in 
physically challenging locations. By their nature, these projects in-
volve large mobilization costs and great uncertainties. The Corps of 
Engineers has been tasked with providing hundreds of water infra-
structure projects in challenging locations throughout the country. 
Historically, the Corps has done an outstanding job of managing 
these great water resource projects and has provided the water in-
frastructure that has greatly contributed to our economic security. 

The conferees recognize that one of the greatest tools that the 
Corps of Engineers has for managing its nationwide water re-
sources infrastructure program is the ability to award multiyear 
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continuing contracts. When an agency is managing, literally, hun-
dreds of construction projects throughout the country, problems are 
inevitable. These can range from flood, to drought, to funding 
shortfalls, to unanticipated hazardous wastes encountered in the 
construction site, discovery of unanticipated cultural resources. Any 
one of these items can bring a project to a temporary halt or slow 
construction. By the same token, projects can be accelerated due to 
mild winters or below average flows on a river allowing a longer 
construction season and more work to be done and more funds to 
be utilized. 

Continuing contracts allow the Corps to award large construc-
tion elements of a project to take advantage of the economies of 
scale available to construction contractors. Allowing these large 
construction elements to be managed over several years without re-
quiring contracts to be fully funded before construction begins af-
fords the Corps the ability to more efficiently manage multiple con-
struction contracts. Multiyear funding, and the ability to repro-
gram funds, are tools that have allowed the Corps to maximize 
scarce resources to try to do as much as possible with the resources 
available to them; they also left the Corps open to charges that it 
has put contractors in charge of managing its funds. 

The conferees have expressed concerns in the past that Corps 
of Engineers construction projects may have used the continuing 
contracts clause and the ability to reprogram funds to award some 
construction contracts that may not have been fiscally prudent, in 
light of current budget realities. However, many of these construc-
tion contracts were awarded when surplus funds were available al-
lowing reprogramming of funds to make up for budget shortfalls. 
This process has resulted in most surplus funds being expended, 
leaving the Corps with very little flexibility to cover the financial 
obligations of the construction contracts. This has resulted in an in-
creased number of reprogrammings necessary to satisfy as many of 
the Corps’ financial obligations as possible. 

The conferees believe that the Corps has made great strides in 
resolving these financial issues by applying more stringent controls 
on financial obligations allowed on multiyear contracts and will 
allow the Corps to continue to resolve this situation. However, the 
conferees caution the Corps that it must regain control of all as-
pects of program execution and execute the program appropriated 
to it. The use of continuing contracts and reprogramming of funds 
is a privilege afforded by this conference—a privilege that can be 
revoked. The House and Senate Appropriations Committees will 
continue to monitor this situation and require the Corps to provide 
quarterly written updates to the Committees on its efforts to better 
manage continuing contracts and to award contracts better suited 
to responsible management. 

Due to the increased number of reprogrammings that are being 
undertaken by the Corps, the conferees believe new guidelines are 
needed to help monitor reprogramming of funds. The conferees rec-
ognize that the increase in reprogrammings is not entirely the fault 
of the Corps of Engineers. However, reprogramming guidelines 
have not been examined in many years, and the conferees believe 
that it would be prudent to reexamine this privilege. Therefore, the 
conferees are providing the following guidelines: 
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Reprogramming Authorities.—The conferees require the Corps 
to inform the Committees promptly and fully when a change in 
program execution and funding is required during the fiscal year. 
The following guidance is provided for Corps Civil Works programs 
and activities funded in the Energy and Water Development Appro-
priations Act. 

Definition.—A reprogramming includes the reallocation of 
funds from one activity to another within an appropriation, or any 
significant departure from a program, project, or activity described 
in the agency’s budget justifications presented to and approved by 
Congress. For construction projects, a reprogramming constitutes 
the reallocation of funds from one construction project or a signifi-
cant change in the scope of an approved project. 

General Criteria for Reprogramming.—Reprogramming is al-
lowed only within an appropriation, with the exception, as now ex-
ists, that Flood Control and Coastal Emergency may be augmented 
when necessary from other Corps Civil Works appropriations. Re-
programming is allowed into only previously appropriated activities 
or those identified in a bill as ‘‘within available funds.’’ 
Reprogrammings should not be employed to initiate new programs 
(unless specifically approved by both House and Senate Appropria-
tions Committees) or to change program, project, or activity alloca-
tion in the Act or report. In cases where unforeseen events or con-
ditions are deemed to require such changes, proposals shall be sub-
mitted in advance to the House and Senate Appropriations Com-
mittees and be fully explained and justified. 

REPROGRAMMING GUIDANCE

General Investigations.—Reprogramming a cumulative total of 
up to 25 percent of the appropriated funding level between studies 
or programs under this heading without approval of either House 
of Congress, is permitted. However, the Chief of Engineers shall 
provide a quarterly report to both House and Senate Appropria-
tions Committees of all reprogrammings in excess of $250,000 but 
less than $500,000 for individual studies or programs. Approval of 
both House and Senate Appropriations Committees is required for 
cumulative reprogrammings in excess of $500,000 for individual 
studies or programs. Restoration of prior year savings and slippage 
shall not count toward the cumulative total. The conferees do not 
object to reprogramming up to $50,000 to any continuing study or 
program that did not receive an appropriation or where the per-
centage limit is less than $50,000. All funds used to source 
reprogrammings described above should be surplus to current year 
needs for that effort. 

Construction General.—Reprogramming a cumulative total of 
up to 15 percent of the appropriated funding level between projects 
or programs under this heading without approval of either House 
of Congress, is permitted. However, the Chief of Engineers shall 
provide a quarterly report to both House and Senate Appropria-
tions Committees of all reprogrammings in excess of $4,000,000 but 
less than $7,000,000 for individual projects or programs. Approval 
of both House and Senate Appropriations Committees is required 
for cumulative reprogrammings in excess of $7,000,000 for indi-
vidual projects or programs. Restoration of prior year savings and 
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slippage shall not count toward the cumulative total. The conferees 
do not object to reprogramming up to $300,000 to any continuing 
project or program that did not receive an appropriation or where 
the percentage limit is less than $300,000. All funds used to source 
reprogrammings described above should be surplus to current year 
needs for that effort. 

Operation and Maintenance.—Unlimited reprogramming au-
thority is granted in order for the Corps to be able to respond to 
emergencies. The Chief of Engineers must notify the House and 
Senate Appropriations Committees as soon as practicable of these 
emergency situations. For all other reprogrammings, a cumulative 
total of up to 50 percent of the appropriated funding level between 
projects or programs under this heading without approval of either 
House of Congress, is permitted. However, the Chief of Engineers 
shall provide a quarterly report to both House and Senate Appro-
priations Committees of all reprogrammings in excess of $5,000,000 
but less than $10,000,000 for individual projects or programs. Ap-
proval of both House and Senate Appropriations Committees is re-
quired for cumulative reprogrammings in excess of $10,000,000 for 
individual projects or programs. Restoration of prior year savings 
and slippage shall not count toward the cumulative total. The con-
ferees do not object to reprogramming up to $300,000 to any con-
tinuing project or program that did not receive an appropriation or 
where the percentage limit is less than $300,000. All funds used to 
source reprogrammings described above should be surplus to cur-
rent year needs for that effort. 

Mississippi River and Tributaries.—The Corps should follow 
the same reprogramming guidelines for the General Investigations, 
Construction, and Operation and Maintenance portions of the Mis-
sissippi River and Tributaries Account as listed above. 

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

The conference agreement appropriates $144,500,000 for Gen-
eral Investigations. 

Floodplain Management Services.—The conferees have pro-
vided $6,813,000 for the Floodplain Management Services program, 
including $776,000 to complete the Geographic Information System 
for East Baton Rouge, Louisiana; $200,000 for a Blind Brook, City 
of Rye, New York, hydrological analysis; and $1,000,000 for the 
Hurricane Preparedness Studies for the State of Hawaii and the 
U.S. Territories in the Pacific and the Caribbean. 

Coastal Field Data Collection.—The conference agreement pro-
vides $4,875,000 for the Coastal Field Data Collection program. 
Funds are provided in the amount of $1,000,000 for the Southern 
California Beach Process Study, not less than $1,000,000 for con-
tinuation of the Coastal Data Information Program, and $1,000,000 
for the State of Hawaii, the U.S. Territories in the Pacific and Car-
ibbean, and $1,000,000 for the Pacific Island Ocean Typhoon Ex-
periment [PILOT]. 

Research and Development.—Within the funds provided for the 
Corps of Engineers Research and Development Program, 
$2,000,000 is provided for innovative technology demonstrations for 
urban flooding and channel restoration. These demonstrations shall 
be conducted in close coordination and cooperation with the Urban 
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Water Research Program of the Desert Research Institute of Ne-
vada. In addition, within the funds provided for the Corps of Engi-
neers Research and Development Program $500,000 is provided to 
undertake and fund a demonstration project utilizing the Rapid 
Environmental Decision Support Environment software to fill cur-
rent technology gaps in the GIS-based approaches with respect to 
post-natural disaster analysis. The conferees have also included 
$1,000,000 to continue work in the area of Submerged Aquatic 
Vegetation or ‘‘seagrasses’’ and restoration efforts in the Chesa-
peake Bay, Maryland and Virginia. 

Upper Trinity River Basin, Texas.—The conference report pro-
vides additional funding to proceed with Planning, Engineering and 
Design and continue preparation and coordination of an Environ-
mental Impact Statement associated with the locally-preferred al-
ternative for the Central City River Segment of the Trinity River 
Vision Master Plan dated April 2003. 

Connecticut River Ecosystem Restoration, Vermont and New 
Hampshire.—The conference has provided $50,000 to initiate feasi-
bility studies for the West and Ashuelot Rivers. 

Other Coordination Programs.—The conferees have provided 
$4,300,000 for the Other Coordination Programs. Within the funds 
provided, $500,000 is to continue work associated with the Lake 
Tahoe Federal Interagency Partnership. 

Planning Assistance to States.—The amount provided for the 
Planning Assistances to States Program includes $100,000 for the 
Arkansas River Corridor Master Plan; $100,0000 to continue the 
Ingham County, Michigan, Geographic Information System Study; 
$100,000 to finish the Arkansas River Corridor Master Plan, Okla-
homa; $100,000 to initiate geotechnical investigations of a proposed 
damsite near Mangum, Oklahoma; $250,000 to initiate a ground-
water study for Greene County, Missouri; $134,000 to complete the 
Memphis Riverfront Development, Tennessee, study; $200,000 for 
Central Oahu, Hawaii; $500,000 for Lake Champlain, Vermont; 
$500,000 for remote sensing in New Mexico; $150,000 for Lake 
Rogers, North Carolina; and $150,000 to conduct an evaluation of 
recreation supply and demand in New Castle County, Delaware. 
Also included is $250,000 to continue a New Jersey Marine Fish 
Evaluation Study. The Corps of Engineers is urged to consider 
using the Fisheries Conservation Trust, formerly known as the 
Save the Fish Foundation, to carry out this investigation. Within 
funds provided for this program, the Corps is directed to work with 
the Chagrin River Land Conservancy to develop strategies for pre-
serving, and acquisition of funding for preservation of the prop-
erties known as Wilde Fields and Mayer Preserve in Cuyahoga 
County, Ohio. 

The conferees are aware of the potential benefits of incor-
porating modular plastic belting technology into fish screen devices. 
Accordingly, the conferees urge the Corps to consider deployment 
of this technology in the full range of viable fish screen configura-
tions, including submersible traveling screens. Furthermore, the 
conferees look forward to reviewing the agency’s assessment of the 
technology as compared to other available fish screen devices. 
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CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL

The conference agreement appropriates $1,796,089,000 for 
Construction, General. 

Red River Below Denison Dam, Arkansas, Louisiana, Okla-
homa, and Texas.—The conferees have provided $750,000 for levee 
rehabilitation in Arkansas and Louisiana. 

American River Watershed (Folsom Dam Mini-Raise), Cali-
fornia.—Within funds provided for the American River Watershed 
(Folsom Dam Mini-Raise), California, project, the Corps is directed 
to continue design of the Folsom Dam replacement road and per-
manent bridge to assure their completion at the earliest possible 
date consistent with the pace of the Mini-Raise project as a whole. 

The conferees include language directing the Corps of Engi-
neers to expend its full capability, up to $5,000,000, to advance the 
permanent bridge to replace Folsom Bridge Dam Road, Folsom, 
California, as authorized by the Energy and Water Development 
Appropriations Act, 2004 (P.L. 108–137) with all remaining funds 
devoted to the Mini-Raise. The conferees are aware of reports that 
there have been attempts to place obstacles in the way of this 
work, and insist that it be allowed to proceed, unimpeded. 

Florida Keys Water Quality Improvements, Florida.—The con-
ferees have provided $2,250,000 for the implementation of waste-
water and stormwater improvements and believe these efforts 
should be carried out in coordination with the ongoing Everglades 
restoration work. 

Olmsted Locks and Dam, Ohio River, Illinois & Kentucky.—
None of the funds provided for the Olmsted Locks and Dam Project 
are to be used to reimburse the Claims and Judgment Fund. 

J. Bennett Johnston Waterway, Louisiana.—The conferees have 
provided $13,000,000 for construction of navigation channel refine-
ment features, land purchases and development for mitigation of 
project impacts, and construction of project recreation features and 
appurtenant features. 

Chesapeake Bay Environmental Restoration and Protection Pro-
gram, Maryland and Virginia.—The conference recommendation 
includes $1,500,000 for this project. Within the funds provided, 
$400,000 is provided to continue environmental studies of non-na-
tive oysters. 

The conferees expect the Corps, in conducting the Environ-
mental Impact Statement [EIS] for introducing non-native oyster 
species into the Chesapeake Bay, to consider all alternatives, in-
cluding restoration of native oyster species. The conferees also ex-
pect that the EIS will address the research gaps identified in the 
National Research Council report titled ‘‘Non-native Oysters in the 
Chesapeake Bay’’ and the Chesapeake Bay Program Scientific and 
Technical Advisory Committee report on the same subject. 

Rural Montana, Montana.—The conferees have provided 
$2,000,000 for the Rural Montana project. Within the funds pro-
vided the Corps is directed to give consideration to projects at Bel-
grade, Manhattan, Livingston, Butte, Helena, and Drummond, 
Montana. Other communities that meet the program criteria 
should be considered as funding allows. 
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Rural Nevada, Nevada.—The conferees have provided 
$20,000,000 for the Rural Nevada project. Within the funds pro-
vided the Corps is directed to give consideration to projects at Boul-
der City, Lyon County (Carson River Regional Water System), Ger-
lach, Incline Village, Lawton-Verdi, Esmeralda County, Churchill 
County, West Wendover, Searchlight, Yerington, Virgin Valley 
Water District, Lovelock, Carson City, Hemenway Valley Waste-
water treatment and Huffaker Hills Reservoir Water Conservation 
Nevada. Other communities that meet the program criteria should 
be considered as funding allows. 

Tropicana and Flamingo Washes, Nevada.—The conferees have 
provided $24,000,000 to continue construction of this flood control 
project. The conference recommendation includes $3,000,000 for 
work performed in accordance with Section 211 of Public Law 104– 
303.

Central New Mexico, New Mexico.—The conference has in-
cluded $5,000,000 for this project which includes funding to con-
tinue the Black Mesa project begun in fiscal year 2004. 

Middle Rio Grande Flood Protection, New Mexico.—The con-
ferees have included $300,000 to continue the Belen, 
Mountainview, and Isleta General Reevaluation Report. 

Fire Island Inlet to Montauk Point, New York.—The conferees 
have included additional funding for the continuation of the refor-
mulation study. 

Ohio Environmental Infrastructure, Ohio.—The bill contains 
$22,000,000 for the Ohio Environmental Infrastructure program 
authorized by section 594 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1999. The amount provided includes: $15,000 for the Jackson 
County water line project; $100,000 for the Morgan County, 
Bishopville, water project; $475,000 for the Morgan County, 
McConnelsville, storm water project; $1,000,000 for the 
Muskingum County, Zanesville, wastewater treatment facility; 
$25,000 for the Vinton County, Arbaugh/Hope water line extension; 
$350,000 for the Buckeye Lake, water line project; $500,000 for the 
Hancock County, Village of Janera, wastewater collection system; 
$1,000,000 for the Village of West Jefferson, water treatment facil-
ity; $1,000,000 for the City of Louisville, protection for wastewater 
treatment plant; $2,000,000 for the Stark County, Zimber Ditch 
project; $500,000 for the Noble County, sewer system; $500,000 for 
the Youngstown, Orchard Meadow Combined Sewer Overflow 
project; $500,000 for the Lake County, Concord Township sanitary 
sewer line improvement; $100,000 for the Lake County, Perry 
Township, Shepard Road waterline extension; $900,000 for the 
Lake County, Village of Perry, Sanitary sewer system; $1,000,000 
for the Toledo Combined Sewer Overflow project; $1,000,000 for the 
Tech Town Dayton Technology Campus water and sewer project; 
$2,500,000 for the University of Dayton, Brown and Stewart water 
and sewer project; $640,000 for the Clinton County, Clinton Massie 
School District sewer project; $1,500,000 for the Springfield Applied 
Research and Technology Park water and sewer project; $700,000 
for the Clark County Southwest Regional Waste Water Treatment 
Plant expansion; $500,000 for Clark County, Village of Donnelsville 
sewer system project; $1,350,000 for the Fayette County, Village of 
Bloomingberg, Waste Water Treatment Plant; $100,000 for the 
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Pickaway County, Harrison and Madison Township water and 
sewer project; $150,000 for the Village of Corning water and sewer 
project; $1,880,000 for the Scioto County, Minford Wastewater 
Treatment Facility; and $250,000 for the City of Dayton, Northeast 
Quadrant water and sewer infrastructure. 

Columbia River Treaty Fishing Sites, Oregon and Wash-
ington.—The conferees have included $700,000 for facilities at 
White Salmon, WA. 

Elk Creek Lake, Oregon.—Funds provided in this Act and 
funds previously appropriated for the Elk Creek Lake, Oregon, 
project are available to plan and implement long-term management 
measures at the project to maintain the project in an uncompleted 
state, including design and construction of a permanent trap- and- 
haul facility to replace the existing, interim facility. Funds may not 
be used for any further work on the Corps of Engineers proposal 
to remove a section of the dam for fish passage. 

Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe, Lower Brule Sioux, South Da-
kota.—The conference notes that Title IV of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1999, as amended, authorizes funding to pay 
administrative expenses, implementation of terrestrial wildlife 
plans, activities associated with land transferred or to be trans-
ferred, and annual expenses for operating recreational areas. The 
conferees have included $5,750,000 for this effort. Within the funds 
provided, the conference directs that not more than $1,000,000 
shall be provided for administrative expenses, and that the Corps 
is to distribute the remaining funds as directed by Title IV to the 
State of South Dakota, the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe and the 
Lower Brule Sioux Tribe. 

Rural Utah, Utah.—The conference has provided $1,000,000 
for this project and encourages the Corps to proceed with those 
projects which are eligible and are prepared to move forward. 

Columbia River Fish Mitigation, Avian Predation, Columbia/ 
Snake River Basin, Washington, Oregon, and Idaho.—The con-
ferees are aware of the need to investigate the effect of avian pre-
dation on the survival of listed salmon and steelhead in the Colum-
bia/Snake River Basin and directs the Secretary to provide up to 
$750,000, as needed, from the Columbia River Fish Mitigation 
project for this purpose. The conference expects the Corps of Engi-
neers to coordinate with the Secretary of Commerce and the Sec-
retary of the Interior to develop an implementation plan and ini-
tiate actions to reduce avian predation where such actions are de-
termined to be biologically and cost effective. 

Aquatic Plant Control Program.—The conferees have included 
$4,500,000 for the Aquatic Plant Control program’s base research 
and development activities. In an effort to maximize limited fund-
ing for eradication and harvesting, the conference strongly rec-
ommends that these efforts be undertaken only where a local spon-
sor agrees to provide 50 percent of the cost of the work. Within the 
funds provided, $300,000 is for a cost shared effort with the State 
of South Carolina and $400,000 is for a cost shared effort with the 
State of Vermont and $100,000 is for the control of aquatic nui-
sance vegetation in the Potomac and Tributaries, Virginia, Mary-
land, and District of Columbia. The conference urges the Corps to 
establish a cost shared program with the State of Hawaii. 
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Beneficial Uses of Dredged Material.—The conference rec-
ommendation includes $6,000,000. Within the funds provided 
$3,000,000 is for Morehead City Harbor, NC. 

Dam Safety and Seepage/Stability Correction Program.—The
conference recommendation includes $10,500,000 for the program. 
Within the funds provided, $3,000,000 is provided for the Corps to 
complete work on Waterbury Dam in Vermont. 

Shoreline Erosion Control and Development and Demonstra-
tion.—The conference recommendation includes $7,000,000. Within 
the funds provided $400,000 is provided for Sacred Falls, Hawaii. 

Continuing Authorities Program (CAP).—The conference de-
parts from its usual practice in the presentation of CAP projects 
chosen for funding. In previous conference reports, CAP funding for 
individual projects was presented in an unstructured text form. For 
fiscal year 2005, in order to increase uniformity and simplify use 
of the report, CAP funding will be shown in a table, with informa-
tion limited to identification of the CAP authority under which the 
project is authorized, the name of the project, and the amount of 
funding provided. 

The conferees are aware that many projects selected for fund-
ing under the Continuing Authorities Program have not received 
any funds due to overwhelming demand and limited funding au-
thority within the Continuing Authorities Program. The conference 
directs that such projects should receive priority consideration for 
any available such funds, in fiscal 2005, and in the future. 

The continuing project authorities listed below, allow the Corps 
great flexibility to respond to various, limited-scope, water resource 
problems facing communities throughout the Nation. This program 
has proven to be remarkably successful in providing a quick re-
sponse to serious local problems. These problems range from flood 
control and navigation to bank stabilization and environmental res-
toration. The conferees have provided funds in excess of the budget 
request for virtually all of these accounts. As a general rule, once 
a project has received funds for the initial phases of any of these 
authorities, the project will continue to be funded as long as it 
proves to be environmentally sound, technically feasible, and eco-
nomically justified, as applicable. With this in mind, the conference 
has chosen to limit explicit direction of these project authorities. 

The conferees are aware that there are funding requirements 
for ongoing, continuing authorities projects that may not be accom-
modated within the funds provided for each program. It is not the 
conference’s intent that ongoing projects be terminated. If addi-
tional funds are needed to keep ongoing work in any program on 
schedule, the conference urges the Corps to reprogram the nec-
essary funds. 

Small Flood Control Projects (Section 205).—Funding for the 
Zimber Ditch, Stark County, Ohio project is now provided under 
the Ohio Environmental Infrastructure program. The conference is 
informed that $700,000 in funding was provided for Butler Lake, 
Illinois, in fiscal year 2004, most of which has not been expended, 
and directs that, if true, the Corps of Engineers utilize funding pro-
vided to initiate construction on an expedited basis. 

Tribal Partnership Program.—The conferees acknowledge the 
serious impacts of coastal erosion and flooding due to continued cli-
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mate change in Alaska. The conference expects the Corps to con-
tinue its work in this area and has included a total of $4,000,000, 
of which $2,000,000 is to combat erosion in Alaska. 

A field hearing was held in Anchorage, Alaska on June 29 and 
30, 2004, on the impacts of severe erosion and flooding on Alaska 
Native villages. 

There is no Federal or State agency to coordinate and assist 
these communities in the relocation or in the interim provide pre-
ventative measures to slow the effects of the erosion and flooding. 
The conference finds there is a need for an Alaska erosion baseline 
study to coordinate and plan the appropriate responses and assist-
ance for Alaska villages in the most need and to provide an overall 
assessment on the priority of which villages should receive assist-
ance. Therefore, the conference has provided the $2,000,000 for this 
study.

In addition, the conferees have also included $150,000 for 
Idaho; $150,000 for Nevada to initiate cultural resource restoration 
on historic Washoe lands; and $150,000 for New Mexico to further 
the tribal assistance efforts by the Corps in these States. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES

Atchafalaya Basin, Louisiana.—The conference has included 
$1,253,000 for the continued levee enlargement construction work. 

Yazoo Basin, Mississippi, Yazoo Backwater Project (Pumping 
plant and Nonstructural Features), Mississippi.—The conference 
has provided $12,000,000 and directive legislative language to 
maintain the schedule to complete the design, to initiate the pump 
supply contract, and to continue the real estate activities. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

Mobile Harbor, Alabama.—The conferees have included an ad-
ditional $1,000,000 to continue the Garrows Bend environmental 
restoration.

Tennessee—Tombigbee Waterway, Alabama & Mississippi.—
The conference has included an additional $650,000 to perform ad-
ditional maintenance dredging. Of the funds provided, up to 
$300,000 may be used for aquatic plant control activities. 

Anchorage Harbor, Alaska.—The conferees have included an 
additional $2,000,000 for maintenance dredging of the harbor. 

Chena River Lakes, Alaska.—The conferees have included an 
additional $775,000 for the additional deferred maintenance work 
of the Chena River Lakes project. 

Nome Harbor, Alaska.—The conference has included an addi-
tional $1,000,000 for additional maintenance dredging of the har-
bor.

Cherry Creek, Chatfield, and Trinidad Lakes, Colorado.—The
conferees have included an additional $1,549,000 for continued re-
pairs at these three lakes. This action in no way is intended to 
alter the Corps of Engineers’ lease and property accountability poli-
cies. It is the conference’s understanding that the State of Colorado 
has agreed to cost share this project on a 50–50 basis. It is also 
the understanding of the conferees that the Secretary is not to as-
sume, nor share in the future of the operation and maintenance of 
these recreation facilities. Of the funds provided, the Corps is di-
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rected to conduct a reallocation study for Chatfield Reservoir 
project.

Intracoastal Waterway, Delaware River to Chesapeake Bay, 
Delaware and Maryland.—The conference recommendation in-
cludes $14,400,000 for this project. Within the funds provided, 
$500,000 is included for maintenance costs of the SR–1 Bridge and 
$100,000 for plans and specifications for the Summit Bridge ap-
proaches.

Apalachiacola, Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Georgia, Ala-
bama, and Florida.—The conference has included an additional 
$5,231,000, which includes annual dredging of the river channel, 
annual operations and maintenance of the George W. Andrews 
Lock, spot dredging of shoals, continuation of slough mouth res-
toration, and routine operations and maintenance of the project. 

Dworshak Dam and Reservoir, Idaho.—The conferees have in-
cluded an additional $500,000 for site improvements and environ-
mental compliance efforts. 

Snake River Dredging, Idaho, Oregon, and Washington.—The
conferees have recommended $250,000 for dredging completion of 
the Programmatic Dredged Material Management Plan/Supple-
mental Environmental Impact Statement and for maintenance 
dredging on the Snake River. 

Ohio River Locks and Dams, Kentucky, Illinois, Indiana, and 
Ohio. Within the funds provided, the Corps of Engineers is directed 
to utilize up to $2,500,000 in cooperation with Operation Respond, 
a non-profit organization, to implement a demonstration project col-
lecting and integrating imagery of a selected segment of the Ohio 
Basin, gathering data from Federal and non-Federal interests, de-
veloping and testing software primarily for the use of emergency 
responders, and for stabilization measures for the Emery Lane 
bank failure at Indianapolis, Indiana. 

Wolf Creek Dam, Lake Cumberland, Kentucky.—Additional
funding includes $500,000 for parking improvements at Lee’s Ford 
Marina, as well as additional funding for powerhouse-related re-
pairs.

Mississippi River Between Missouri River and Minneapolis 
(MVR Portion), Illinois.—The conference recommendation includes 
$43,473,000. Within the funds provided, $1,000,000 is for continu-
ation of the rehab of Lock and Dam 11. 

Delaware River, Philadelphia to the Sea, New Jersey, Pennsyl-
vania, and Delaware.—The conferees have included an additional 
$1,450,000 for completion of the Pea Patch Island project. 

Council Grove Lake, Kansas.—The conference has included ad-
ditional funding for the repair and upgrade of public use facilities. 

Wilson Lake, Kansas.—The conference has provided additional 
funding for the Corps to conduct a reallocation study. 

Barren River Lake, Kentucky.—The conferees have provided 
additional funding for the repair and upgrade of public use facili-
ties.

J. Bennett Johnston Waterway, Louisiana.—The conference has 
included additional funding for bank stabilization repairs, dredging 
entrances to oxbow lakes, routine operation and maintenance ac-
tivities, annual dredging requirements, and backlog maintenance. 
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Fort Peck Dam, Montana.—The conferees have included addi-
tional funds to complete the on-going construction work related to 
the site. 

Cochiti Lake, New Mexico.—The conferees have provided addi-
tional funds for the continuation of studies that were initiated in 
fiscal year 2004, which include the proposed operational changes 
and gate automation and to begin the relocation of the Al Black 
area.

Garrison Dam and Lake Sakakawea, North Dakota.—The con-
ference has provided additional funds for mosquito control and for 
deferred maintenance activities. The conference is aware that low 
lake levels on Lake Sakakawea, North Dakota have made the cur-
rent marina located at Fort Stevenson unusable and expects the 
Army Corps to use funds within this account to relocate this ma-
rina to Garrison Bay. 

Norfolk Harbor, Craney Island, Virginia.—The conference has 
provided additional funds in order to raise the containment dikes 
to provide the capacity needed for the Norfolk Harbor Deepening 
project.

Connecticut River Flood Control Dams, Vermont.—$250,000
has been provided for fish passage facilities at these projects. 

Columbia & Lower Willamette River Below Vancouver, Wash-
ington and Portland, Oregon.—The conference recommendation in-
cludes $250,000 for the Astoria Boat Basin. 

Regional Sediment Management Demonstration Program.—The
conferees have provided $2,500,000 for this program. Within the 
funds provided, $500,000 is for the southeast coast of Oahu, Hawaii 
and $1,000,000 is for the Littoral Drift Restoration Program, Wash-
ington.

FORMERLY UTILIZED SITES REMEDIAL ACTION PROGRAM (FUSRAP)

The conferees provide $165,000,000 for the Formerly Utilized 
Sites Remedial Action Program (FUSRAP). The additional funds 
are to be used to accelerate cleanup of existing FUSRAP sites and 
to address potential new sites that may qualify as eligible FUSRAP 
sites, such as the former Sylvania nuclear fuel site located in 
Hicksville, New York. 

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE ARMY (CIVIL WORKS)

The conferees provide $4,000,000 for the salaries and expenses 
of the Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works). 
This office had previously been funded under the Operation and 
Maintenance, Army, appropriation. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Sec. 101. The conference report includes language regarding 
credits and reimbursements. 

Sec. 102. The conference report includes language regarding 
Tuscarawas County, Ohio. 

Sec. 103. The conference report includes language about divest-
ing civil works functions. 

Sec. 104. The conference report includes language regarding 
Alamagordo, New Mexico. 
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Sec. 105. The conference report includes language regarding 
Stark County, Ohio. 

Sec. 106. The conference report includes language regarding 
the St. Georges Bridge in Delaware. 

Sec. 107. The conference report includes language regarding 
Lake Cumberland, Kentucky. 

Sec. 108. The conference report includes language regarding 
the Lake Tahoe Basin in California and Nevada. 

Sec. 109. The conference report includes language regarding 
the Lake Tahoe Watershed in California and Nevada. 

Sec. 110. The conference report includes language regarding 
the Prado Dam in California. 

Sec. 111. The conference report includes language regarding 
the Black Warrior-Tombigbee Rivers in Alabama. 

Sec. 112 and Sec. 113. The conference report includes language 
regarding the submittal of Chief of Engineers reports. 

Sec. 114. The conference report includes language regarding 
coastal wetlands conservation funding. 

Sec. 115. The conference report includes language regarding 
Lake Sakakawea in North Dakota. 

Sec. 116. The conference report includes language regarding 
Central City in Fort Worth, Texas. 

Sec. 117. The conference report includes language regarding 
Alaska erosion. 

Sec. 118. The conference report includes language regarding 
Cook Inlet, Alaska. 

Sec. 119. The conference report includes language regarding 
Northern Wisconsin. 

Sec. 120. The conference report includes language regarding 
St. Croix Falls, Wisconsin. 

Sec. 121. The conference report includes language regarding 
Burns Harbor, Indiana. 

Sec. 122. The conference report includes language regarding 
Duck River, Alabama. 

Sec. 123. The conference report includes language regarding 
Yakutat, Alaska. 
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